REMARKS 

The outstanding Office Action addresses and rejects claim, « i o a r 

suggested by toe Examiner <„ correc, a typo^ error . 

PS ' 381 Paragraph- No new matter has been added. 
35 U.S.C. § 102(e) Claim Rejections 

The Examiner rejects claims 7 and 9-12 pursuant to 35 U S C S mor , „ ■ 
claims are anticipated by U.S Patent 6 269 957 1 R ^ ^ ** ^ 

Examiner argues that Bower, d * ^ In the 
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Th resu„mg fllter can achieve maximlm ^ leadjng (o ^ co 
protem recovery. m addition> nearly a „ y membrane ^ ^ ^ ^ 

propert.es can be used with me vesse. of the present invention, includmg direc( ^ ^ 
***** celudose, a materia, tha, is nearly imposslble t0 (herma „ y ^ 
further advance, the present lnvention als0 a|lows rapjd ^ ^ ^ ^ 
requtnng the separate ^ of merabrane ^ ^ for ^ ^ ^ ^ 

sea! m the utafntrafon memhrane, ,„ elemen , of me ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

disCo ^ B ° WeK referenCe 8enera " y ^ ,0 " U " rafitei ° n ** 'O -h or 

d. S lose the reared skin-to-skin crush sea!. The Examiner suggest , hat me closest 

rrrr Bowers is ta " in m - 10 a -° - " - * &« 

h. thts emhodmrent, an array of filter vessds is created by Qr ' 

or mdtvtdua, wedges of membra ,0 ,„ two molded ha,ves (See FIG. ,0 A-C). Bowei! I 

zzs : cut,in8 away excess membrane * (fig - ^ >— <* **. 

o assure depending or sea,i„g, and we!di„ g together th e ha,ves ,„ for. an imegra, strip 

As stated in the above description, excess membrane is treated or cut away to assist with 
bonding and the halves are welded ( Col R lin^c i c\ a a 

is cited bv th, f • f { • MS '" 8) - descn P ti0 " & <™< »« Col. 3, lines 5-16 

and the two p„,y„er sheets are bonded together, for examp.e by heat fusion , ^ „ 
uhrasomc welding, or th e ,ike «„ form . strip of „ „ ^ ^ ^ 
dolose a skm-to-skin crush sea,, bu , the reference actuaHy teaches away from ils U se The 
umng or treahnen, a, point "e" is a preparation step for the hea, fus™, solvent we.ding or 
^cwedmgtaughtinBowers. .nmepresen, invention, me point Vis where thslto- 
sk m crush sea, wouid he formed, and cuttmg away memhrane a, this point wouid be unnecessary 
an even counterproducttve. Bowers therefore fai,s ,„ d,sc,ose me reared skm-to-skTrT 
seal and cannot anticipate claims 7 and 9-12. 



In addttion, Bowers contains no basis for an obviousness type rejection; there is no 
suggest™ of a skin-to-skin crush seal and the disclosure teaches away from its use. The other 
references cted in the pending Office Action also fail to remedy the deficiencies of Bowers 
because, as explained below, neither Manns nor Landgrebe e, al. disclo* or suggest the required 

skin-to-skin crush seal. 

35 U.S.C. § 103(a) Claim Rejection 
Rejection in view of Manns 

The Examiner rejects claim 8 pursuant to 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as unpatentable over 
Bowers in view of U.S. Paten, 4,948,442 to Mann, In particular, the Examiner argues that claim 
requtres a ski„-«„-skin crush seal no. found in Bowers, but that such a seal is taugh, by Manns 

Applicants respectfully disagree. 

Manns fails ,„ teach or disclose any skin-to-skin crush seal, especially the required seal in 
an ultrafiltration membrane, Instead, Manns generally relates to a micro-titre plate having , fi„er 
sheet bound between a culture tray and a harvester tray (FIGS. 1,5 and 6. Col 3 lines 20-25 
Co.. 4, lines 26-34). The culture tray 20 and harvester tray 24 are composed of rigid, water- " 
tnsoluble, fluid impervious, thermoplastic materia, and include a channel 38 in the culture fray 
20 and a ridge 44 in the harvester tray 24. To manufacture the micro-titre platc of Manns, a filter 
sheet 22 ts placed between the trays, and the ridge 44 on harvester tray 24 is aligned with the 
channe, 38 of culture tray 20 (all shown in FIG. 6). Pressure is then app.ied between the trays 
forcmg the ridges and chatmels into close contact and crushing the fi. ter sheet 22. The tips of the 
ndges and the surfaces of the chanrte.s are then tnennaUy oondea.o one another, preferably by 
ultrasonic bonding. 

Manns therefore discloses thermally bonded trays, no. a skin-to-skin crush bond The 
ultrasomc bonding step fuses the ridges and channels into a single piece by the application of 
energy. Although the Examiner seems to focus on the crushing step found in Manns, mis step is 
used to bnng the ridge and the channel into close contact so they can be fused. Also Manns 
only dtscloses the use of one filter sheet laid flat between two hard plastic trays. This differs 



!rrr" to " skin crash ^ te * c ^ ty ~ >*«- ^0 .a^ (e s 

ultrafiltratton membranes) to create compression. ' *' 



invention. smt m tne present 

Rejection in view of Landgrebe et al. 

The Examiner rejects claim 6 pursuant to 35 U S C & i 



Landgrebe lacks any motivatioi , t0 ^ i(s 

======= 

eqmpmen, (e.g., keyboard, light ^ Md P * "andW 

regenerated cellulose, for example viscose ravon » Th, ■ ^ndgrebe lists 

Boston 1QSQ Th« • cmisny.p. /ys-9, Allyn and Bacon, 

stance, by briefly dipping « llu , ose acetate (0 ^ <«*• «*» 

surface regeneration provided a modified celluta , , , For exampie n 



Conclusion 

Applicants therefore believe t ha. claims 6, 7 and 8 are patentably distinct from the prior 
art, and pendent claims 9-.2 are allowable a, ,eas, because they depend from aUowaWe base 
claims. Allowance is therefore respectfully requested. 

The Examiner is urged ,„ telephone the undersign*, AttonKy for App|icanls fa me 
that such communication is deemed ,„ expedite allowance of this application. 



Respectfully submitted, 
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